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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of Group I (including claims 1-26) in the reply 

filed on September 21, 2006 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that 

inventions of claim Group I and claim Group II do not share a combination and 

subcombination relationship and search and examination of the entire application can 

be made without serious burden on the Patent Office. This is not found persuasive 

because to support a requirement for restriction between combination and 

ft 

subcombination can be shown if group I does not require the particulars of the 
subcombination and the subcombination can be shown to have utility either by itself of 
in another materially different combination. In this case, the combination as claimed 
does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed because invention I is 
a method of executing a computer operation by determining if a plug-in and its 
parameters are required and specified; invention II is a method of determining if 
authorization is required before executing a computer operation. The subcombination 
has separate utility such as executing a computer operation and authorizing a computer 
execution. The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

2. Claims 1-26 are pending and claims 27-32 are withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 13-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims lack the 
necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or manufacture within the 
meaning of 101 . They are clearly not a series of steps or acts to be a process nor are 
they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. As such, they 
fail to fall within a statutory category. They are, at best, function descriptive material per 

SB, 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-5 and 13-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Todd et al. (hereinafter Todd) U.S. Publication Number 20030097445 in view of 
Gunduc et al. (hereinafter Gunduc) U.S. Patent Number 6,996,832. 

As per claim 1: 

Todd teaches a method for regulating execution of a computer operation, 
comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/023,81 1 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2137 

reading one or more parameters specified with the computer operation; (page 6, 
paragraph 68-69) 

determining if the computer operation requires a plug-in and if not, executing the 
computer operation; (page 6, paragraph 68-69) 

if the computer operation requires at least one plug-in, filtering any required plug- 
in parameters from the one or more parameters specified with the computer operation; 
(page 6, paragraph 68-70; page 7, paragraph 78) 

Todd does not explicitly disclose terminating the at least one plug-in with failure if 
not all the required plug-in parameters have been specified; executing the at least one 
plug-in if all the required plug-in parameters have been specified; and executing the 
computer operation if the at least one plug-in terminates with success, wherein the at 
least one plug-in regulates execution of the computer operation. 

Gunduc in analogous art, however, discloses terminating the at least one plug-in 
with failure if not all the required plug-in parameters have been specified; executing the 
at least one plug-in if all the required plug-in parameters have been specified; (col. 18, 
lines 10-14) and executing the computer operation if the at least one plug-in terminates 
with success, wherein the at least one plug-in regulates execution of the computer 
operation, (col. 34, lines 11-14) Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method 
disclosed by Todd with Gunduc in order to provide linking and loading of a plug-in 
module that may be incorporated into, or as part of, an application server engine to 
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allow dynamic customization of the engine interfaces in terms of extending them 
through plug-in module, (col. 2, lines 58-67; Gunduc) 
As per claim 2: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a method wherein at least one 
plug-in requires at least one plug-in parameter, (page 6, paragraph 68-69) 
As per claims 3 and 20: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Gunduc further discloses a method comprising passing an 
error message to the computer operation indicating which of the required plug-in 
parameters have not been specified, (col. 34, lines 1-18) 
As per claims 4 and 21 : 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Gunduc further discloses a method comprising passing a 
data structure to the computer operation indicating which of the required plug-in 
parameters have not been specified, (col. 16, lines 23-40) 
As per claims 5 and 22: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a method comprising prompting a 
user of the computer operation for the required plug-in parameters that had not been 
specified based on the data structure, (page 3, paragraph 38) 
As per claim 13: 
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Todd teaches a computer operation for executing a system function on a 
computer further comprising: 

means for receiving at least one specified computer operation parameter; (page 
6, paragraphs 68-69) 

means for operating the at lease one plug-in a check mode; (page 6, paragraphs 
68-70; page 7, paragraph 78) 

Todd does not explicitly disclose at least one plug-in that performs a regulatory 
function and that terminates with either success or failure; and means for operating the 
at least one plug-in in an execute mode, wherein the computer operation will execute 
only if the at least one plug-in terminates with success. 

Gunduc in analogous art, however, discloses a method wherein at least one 
plug-in that performs a regulatory function and that terminates with either success or 
failure; (col. 18, lines 10-14) and means for operating at least one plug-in in an execute 
mode, wherein the computer operation will execute only if the at least one plug-in 
terminates with success, (col. 34, lines 11-14) Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
method disclosed by Todd with Gunduc in order to provide linking and loading of a plug- 
in module that may be incorporated into, or as part of, an application server engine to 
allow dynamic customization of the engine interfaces in terms of extending them 
through plug-in module, (col. 2, lines 58-67; Gunduc) 
As per claim 14: 
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The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a computer operation wherein the 
computer operation determines which of the specified computer operator parameters is 
a plug-in parameter and passes all specified plug-in parameters to the at least one plug- 
in. (page 6, paragraphs 68-70; page 7, paragraph 78) 
As per claim 15: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a computer operation wherein the 
at least one plug-in requires at least one required plug-in parameter, (page 6, 
paragraphs 68-70; page 7, paragraph 78) 
As per claim 16: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a computer operation wherein the 
at least one plug-in determines whether any required plug-in parameters are among the 
specified plug-in parameters, (page 6, paragraphs 68-70; page 7, paragraph 78) 
As per claim 17: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a computer operation wherein the 
at least one plug-in has a check mode in which the plug-in is executed to only check for 
the at least one required plug-in parameter (page 6, paragraphs 68-70; page 7, 
paragraph 78) 
As per claim 18: 
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The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Gunduc further discloses a computer operation wherein 
the at least one plug-in has an execute mode in which the execute mode causes the 
plug-in to perform the regulatory function of the plug-in. (coL 34, lines 11-14) 
As per claim 19: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. In addition, Gunduc further discloses a flag is used to hint to the plug- 
in to indicate whether the implementation is instantiated, new calls to instantiate the 
implementation result in a reference to the first plug-in instance and the hint can be 
used to optimize reference handling for other calls, (col. 22, lines 56-64) Both 
references do not explicitly disclose a computer operation wherein the computer 
operation passes a mode flag to the at least one plug-in indicating whether to check for 
the at least one required plug-in parameter. However, it would have been obvious to a ■ 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
method disclosed by Todd with Gunduc in order to pass relevant information to the 
implementation of the plug-in framework, (col. 22, lines 41-44; Gunduc) 
7. Claims 6, 10-12, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Todd et al. (hereinafter Todd) U.S. Publication Number 20030097445 
in view of Gunduc et al. (hereinafter Gunduc) U.S. Patent Number 6,996,832 and further 
in view of Weschler United States Letter Patent Number 6,842,903. 
As per claims 6 and 23: 
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The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches ail the subject matter as 
discussed above. Both references do not explicitly disclose a method wherein the at 
least one plug-in further comprises an authorization plug-in and executing the at least 
one plug-in further comprises attempting to obtain authorization for executing the 
computer operation. 

Weschler in analogous art, however, discloses a method wherein the at least one 
plug-in further comprises an authorization plug-in and executing the at least one plug-in 
further comprises attempting to obtain authorization for executing the computer 
operation, (col. 8, lines 21-24) Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method disclosed by 
Todd and Gunduc with Weschler in order to implement functionality and program 
behavior that is not included in the built-in essential function, (col. 4, lines 23-26; 
Weschler) 

As per claims 10 and 26: 

The combination of Todd and Gunduc teaches all the subject matter as 
discussed above. Both references do not explicitly disclose a method wherein executing 
at least one plug-in further comprises executing a notification plug-in. Weschler in 
analogous art, however, discloses a method wherein executing at least one plug-in 
further comprises executing a notification plug-in. (col. 13, line 38) Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the method disclosed by Todd and Gunduc with Weschler in order to implement 
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functionality and program behavior that is not included in the built-in essential function, 
(col. 4, lines 23-26; Weschler) 
As per claim 1 1 : 

The combination of Todd, Gunduc and Weschler teaches all the subject matter 
as discussed above. In addition, Todd further discloses a method comprising 
determining whether all of the plug-in parameters required by the notification plug-in are 
specified before the computer operation and executing the notification plug-in after 
execution of the computer operation, whereby the computer operation is not executed if 
the notification plug-in terminates with failure after determining whether all of the plug-in 
parameters are specified, (page 6, paragraph 68-70; page 7, paragraph 78) 
As per claim 12: 

The combination of Todd, Gunduc and Weschler teaches all the subject matter 
as discussed above. In addition, Weschler further discloses a method wherein 
executing the notification plug-in further comprises notifying a party designated for 
notification, (col. 14, lines 7-11) 

8. Claims 7-8 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Todd et al. (hereinafter Todd) U.S. Publication Number 20030097445 in view of 
Gunduc et al. (hereinafter Gunduc) U.S. Patent Number 6,996,832 and in view of 
Weschler United States Letter Patent Number 6,842,903 and further in view of Hemsath 
et al. (hereinafter Hemsath) U.S. Publication 2002/0178377. 
As per claims 7 and 25: 
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The combination of Todd, Gunduc and Weschier teaches all the subject matter 
as discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose a method wherein 
obtaining authorization further includes checking to see whether the value of at least 
one required plug-in parameter matches the value of at least one authorization 
parameter. 

Hemsath in analogous art, however, discloses a method wherein obtaining 
authorization further includes checking to see whether the value of at least one required 
plug-in parameter matches the value of at least one authorization parameter, (page 6, 
paragraphs 57-62) Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method disclosed by Todd, Gunduc 
and Weschier with Hemsath in order to provide access to secured system resources 
within the context of an access control framework, (page 1, paragraph 2) 
As per claim 8: 

The combination of Todd, Gunduc and Weschier teaches all the subject matter 
as discussed above. None of the references explicitly disclose a method wherein 
obtaining authorization further includes checking to see whether the value of at least 
one required plug-in parameter matches the value of at least one authorization 
parameter. Hemsath in analogous art, however, discloses a method wherein obtaining 
authorization further includes checking to see whether the value of at least one required 
plug-in parameter matches the value of at least one authorization parameter, (page 6, 
paragraphs 57-62) Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method disclosed by Todd, Gunduc 
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and Weschler with Hemsath in order to provide access to secured system resources 
within the context of an access control framework, (page 1, paragraph 2) 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 9 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

As per claims 9 and 24: 

The cited prior art does not explicitly teach a method wherein the at least one 
authorization parameter is generated using a license key generating tool; and the 
authorization plug-in links to a license key generation tool controlled by an authorizing 
party so that the authorization plug-in grants authorization only if the system application 
is executed with a parameter specifying a license key generated by that tool. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See Form PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shewaye Gelagay whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4219. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Shewaye Gelagay 



EMMANUEL L MOISE 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




